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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see Amendment, filed March 30, 2005, with respect to the 
rejection(s)of claim(s) 1-22 under Yinger et al. and Arnold et al. have been fully 
considered and most of the arguments are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been 
withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in 
view of Lucas et al. 

In addition to the new grounds of rejection, the examiner notes that applicant's arguments 
on page 7, paragraph 1 is not fully persuasive. Applicant asserts that the claimed 
invention allows the installation program to be run without the current user having 
sufficient privileges, by recovering a set of user credentials from the installation program 
that is associated with sufficient privileges to allow the program to be run. However, 
applicant also includes a new claim in the aforementioned amendment that states if no 
such user credential can be found in the plurality of sets of user credentials from the 
installation program, that an error be returned to the user. Thus, if user credentials 
associated with sufficient privileges to run the installation program are not found, it 
follows that by applicant's claimed invention, an error will be returned. 

Examiner's prior art Yinger et al. disclose that the specific user may not have the 
credentials necessary, but groups or public users may have the necessary privileges to run 
the installation program and thus checks each of these groups of users for sufficient 
privileges. If no such set of credentials is found in user privileges or privileges associated 
with user-associated groups, then an error is returned to the user. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,8, 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yinger et 
al. (U.S. Patent 5,960,204) in view of Lucas et al. (U.S. Patent 6,865,737). 

With respect to claims 1, 8, and 15, Yinger et al. disclose a method (column 1, lines 49), 
computer readable medium (column 5, lines 8-12), and apparatus (Figure la, item 1 10a) 
to facilitate software installation using embedded user credentials, comprising: 

Receiving a software installation package at a computer (column 6, lines 25-29); 

Determining if a current user has sufficient privileges to run the installation 
program (column 6, lines 13-17); 

If the current user does not have sufficient privileges (column 10, lines 58-65), 
Recovering a set of user credentials that is associated with sufficient 

privileges to run the installation program from the software installation package 

(column 10, lines 58-65), and 

Authenticating to the computer using the set of user credentials (column 10, lines 
53-58); and 

Running the installation program on the computer (column 11, lines 31-34). 
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Yinger et al. do not disclose a method, medium, and apparatus to facilitate software 
installation using embedded user credentials, comprising: 

Extracting an installation program from the software installation package; 

Wherein the software installation package includes a plurality of sets of user 
credentials. 

With respect to claims 1, 8, and 15, Lucas et al. disclose a method (column 3, lines 60- 
65), computer readable medium (column 3, lines 60-65), and apparatus (column 3, lines 
26^30) to facilitate software installation using embedded user credentials, comprising: 

Extracting an installation program from the software installation package (column 
15, lines 65-67 to column 16, lines 1-8); 

Recovering a set of user credentials that is associated with sufficient privileges to 
run the installation program from the software installation package (column 13, lines 10- 
28); and 

Running the installation program on the computer (column 14, lines 31-53); 

Wherein the software installation package includes a plurality of sets of user 
credentials (column 16, lines 10-13; column 13, lines 10-28; column 14, lines 31-62: The 
installation script uses both root privileges, minimal privileges and an encrypted signature 
to allow commands from the script to be executed and the installation to be transferred 
and executed. Thus, if a command is not encrypted, the script is still able to recover user 
credentials, i.e. "root", to associate itself with sufficient privileges to have the script 
commands read and processed or use minimal privileges to transport it through the 
network.). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to have combined the teachings of Lucas et al. with the teachings of Yinger et al. in order 
to allow the master server to automate maintenance of other computers in the network 
(column 16, lines 14-17). 

With respect to claims 2, 9, and 16, Yinger et al. disclose the method, medium, and 
apparatus wherein the software installation package includes an agent (Figure 2, item 
240), wherein the agent enforces security policies on the computer (column 6, lines 13- 
17). 

With respect to claims 4 and 1 8, Yinger et al. disclose a method, computer readable 
medium, and apparatus, further comprising: 

Recovering a second set of user credentials from the plurality of sets of user 
credentials if the set of user credentials failed during authentication (column 10, lines 58- 
65); and 

Authenticating to the computer using the second set of user credentials (column 
10, lines 58-65). 

With respect to claims 6, 13, and 20, Yinger et al. disclose the method, medium, and 
apparatus wherein the software installation package is received over a network (column 
4, lines 4-5). 
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With respect to claims 7, 14 3 and 21, Yinger et al. disclose the method, medium, and 
apparatus wherein the software installation package is received on a storage medium 
(column 5, lines 8-12). 

With respect to claim 23, Yinger et al do not disclose a method, computer readable 
medium, and apparatus, wherein the installation program is run from a remote computer 
without knowledge of the current user. 

Lucas et al. disclose a method, computer readable medium, and apparatus, wherein the 
installation program is run from a remote computer without knowledge of the current 
user (column 14, lines 59-60; Title of Patent). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to have combined the teachings of Lucas et al. with the teachings of Yinger et al. in order 
to transfer the program over a network without requiring a password (column 14, lines 
55-62). 

With respect to claim 24, Yinger et al. disclose a method, computer readable medium, 
and apparatus, wherein an error message is displayed if none of the plurality of sets of 
user credentials are associated with sufficient privileges to run the installation program 
from the software installation package (column 6, lines 18-21). 

Claims 5, 12, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yinger et al. and Lucas et al. in view of Arnold (U.S. Patent 5,956,408). 
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Yinger et al., Lucas et al. and Arnold are both analogous art because both are in the field 
of software. 

With respect to claims 5, 12, and 19, Lucas et al. disclose that the set of user credentials 
is contained in the installation package (column 13, lines 10-28). Yinger et al. and Lucas 
et al. do not disclose the method, medium, and apparatus wherein the set of user 
credentials is encrypted. Arnold discloses the method, medium, and apparatus wherein 
the installation package (and hence the set of user credentials) is encrypted (column 6, 
lines 39-57). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to have combined the teachings of Arnold with the combined teachings of Yinger et al. 
and Lucas et al. in order to prove that the data came from the manufacturer of the 
installed software (column 6, lines 54-57). 

Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yinger et al. and 
Lucas et al. in view of Cheng et al. (U.S. Patent 5,956,408). 

Yinger et al., Lucas et al. and Cheng et al. are both analogous art because both are in the 
field of software. 

With respect to claim 22, Yinger et al. and Lucas et al. do not disclose a method, 
computer readable medium, and apparatus, wherein the user credentials each include a 
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user name and an associated password. Cheng et al. disclose a method, computer 
readable medium, and apparatus, wherein the user credentials each include a user name 
and an associated password (column 7, lines 5-25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to have combined the teachings of Cheng et al. with the combined teachings of Yinger et 
al. and Lucas et al. in order to ensure that only authorized users can obtain updates for 
software products (column 7, lines 43-45). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ramya Ananthanarayanan whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-5860. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 8:30 
-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on (571) 272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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